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Additional -n in Armenian 


J.J.S. WEITENBERG 
Leiden 


Armenian dialectologists agree that the modern dialects pre- 
serve linguistic features that are absent or less clear in Classical Arme- 
nian. It is not always explained, however, how the features adduced 
in this connection should be interpreted. In the following I intend to 
treat the presence of an “additional” (yawelakan) -n in some modern 
dialects with respect to its relevance for reconstruction. 


1. Classical nouns in -Cn (as jukn ‘fish’) show loss of final -n in 
most dialects (as Van cuk), except in some eastern areas, where it is 
preserved in some form (as Metri jokno, jokun; Lori jugo). These east- 
ern dialects also show representations of final postconsonantal -n in 
some nouns that have no trace of it in Classical Armenian (as class. 
arjar ‘ox’, o-stem : Metri acarno); in these dialects the word then is 
declined as an n-stem. This feature is called "additional" -n. It is 
found in inherited and in borrowed words, and is generally assumed 
to date back to pre-literary times.’ 

The dialects that preserve final postconsonantal -n and that 
show instances of additional -n are the following (Jahukyan 1972: 48, - 
isogloss 24): group VI (Agulis, Metri), the eastern part of group II 
(Ardwin, Lori, Tiflis partly, Erevan partly), and the eastern part of 
group VII (Karabag with Goris, Samaxi) — broadly speaking the old 
Arc'ax-Siwnik' area. 

Within this area the presence of additional -n must not be uni- 
form: so for class. axor ‘stable’ we find Melre axutno, but axur in the 
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closely related Karcewan-dialect (VI). Furthermore, we also find the 
converse situation: words showing -Cn in Classical Armenian but not 
having -n in the n-preserving dialects (as class. gagat‘n : Metri gegyát 
‘top’). 
Muradyan 1982 : 322-6 presents a list of 33 words with addi- 
tional -n,? discusses them, and concludes (p. 326) that it concerns “a 
= purely Armenian feature originating in the pre-literary period on the 
basis of similar endings of certain IE and borrowed words. At some 
stage of the pre-literary period this feature was general to the whole of 
Armenian. . .” In broad lines I agree with Muradyan, but some preci- 
sions could be made. 


2. Not all words with additional -n are old; the category was 
productive : cf. nal ‘horse-shoe’, Goris (VII) nalna, a loan from Arabic 
na'l or Turkish nal. There are means to establish the oldest layer of 
nouns involved. 

9 Nouns that show additional -n in more than one dialect-group 

may be old. 

.@ Within dialect-groups H and VII, those dialects that have 
dropped final postconsonantal n (II : Mus ; VII : Van, Satax, 
Urmia, Salmast) preserve the n-inflexion (as class. akn : akan 
‘eye’, Van ak: akan). In some cases, words of group II and VII 
with additional -n agree with nouns that show n-inflexion in 
n-dropping dialects of these groups. In these cases, additional 
-n was present in the whole area of group II and VII before it 
was dropped regularly by some of its members. As loss of final 
postconsonantal -n is first attested around 1000 AD (Mura- 
dyan 1982 : 330-333), additional -n in these words must be 
older. | 

9 Words with additional -n may agree with derivations based on 

an n-stem in other dialects (as car, S3). 


3. Combining these features, we get the following list of nouns 
with additional -n dating before 1000 AD? 

9 asti'star'; with -n : Goris (VII), Lori (II); gen. -an Van (VII). 

e gort ‘frog’, -o-, IE *wordo-; with -n in derivations (gortn-uk): 
Agulis (VI), Melri (VI), Karabag (VID, Tiflis (II); gen. -an : Van 
(VII), Urmia (VII), Mus (II). 

9 t'uz ‘fig’, -o-, later -i-; with -n : Agulis (VI), Goris (VII), Tiflis 
(II). 

e tut ‘mulberry’, -o-, Syr. tütà; with -n : Karabag (VII), Lori (II); 
gen. -an : Mus (II). 
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e xunk ‘incense’, -o-, Ir. *xunk/g; with -n : Goris (VII): gen. -an : 
Van (VII); Erevan (II). 

€ car ‘tree’, -o-; with -n : Karabag (VID; carn-oc' ‘forest’ Van (VII); 
gen. -an : Mus (II), Ewdokia (III). 

e cung-k‘* ‘knees’, -a-, IE *g'onwa/i ; with -n : Agulis (VI), Kara- 
bag (VII); gen. -an : Urmia (VII). 

e čiwł ‘branch’, -o-; with -n : Melri (VI), Karabag (VII); gen. -an : 

. Mus (II). 

e sinj ‘(a plant)’, -o-; with -n : Agulis (VI), Meiri (VI), Karabag 

(VII); gen. -an : Mus (II). 


4. Apart from a rest-group (of nouns partlv ending in -1), words 
with additional -n belong to three semantic groups: nouns denoting 
body parts, animals, and vegetation or vegetational products. This 
suggests analogy as the basis for the spread of additional -n. Before 
going into this, we shall examine the situation in Classical Armenian. 

Some Classical vowel stems show traces of n-inflexion; their 
dialectal counterparts have additional -n: 

è boyt' ‘thumb’, an -o- or a-stem but also an n-stem in Ep‘rem 

(gen. -in, instr. -amb); additional -n in Karabag (VII); gen. -an 
in Satax (VII) and Mui (II). 

e kant'el ‘lamp’, -a- (from gr. «avórjin, attested there first with 
Athenaios, 2nd century AD, itself a loan from lat. candela), 
nompl. -unk‘ in Agat' angelos; kanteln-awor in the Hist. Alex- 
andri; additional -n in Goris (VII). | 

e ckoyt' ‘little finger’, -o-; gen. -an in Athanasios ; additional -n 
in Karabag (VII); ét'n-ik in Akn (I). 

Some Classical n-stems show additional -n inasmuch as their 
etymological counterparts are vowel stems. Such cases are gagat‘n 
‘top (of the head, of a mountain)’ : akkadian qaqqadu ‘head’; k'irtn 
‘sweat’ : IE *swidro- ; rngunk' ‘nose’ : gr. óvyyoc. 

Thus, additional -n is a feature that is not restricted to the dia- 
lects but was present in Classical Armenian, too. As Muradyan 
stresses, additional -n is common to the whole Armenian area and 
must be a pre-literary feature. A terminus post quem is provided by 
the word kant'el. It seems we reach the period of the final rearrange- 
ment of the n-inflexion, which, though archaic in form, incorporated 
many words in relatively recent times. 

Analogy enabled pre-literary vocalic stems of the groups men- 
tioned above to be incorporated into the n-inflexion. This incorpora- 
tion could affect the whole area (k'irtn) or only a part of it. In the latter 
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case, Classical Armenian shows no -n, but some dialects do; or con- 
versely, Classical Armenian shows -n but some dialects don’t. The 
outcome of this analogical movement seems to attest a considerable 
period of ambiguity as to the inflexion of the semantic groups in- 
volved.’ 

The starting-point for this analogical movement is different for 
each of the semantic groups. In the case of names of body parts, it may 
have been triggered by otn ‘foot’ and jern ‘hand’ ; animal names have 
been influenced by mukn ‘mouse’, jukn ‘fish’. In a way, these words, 
too, show “additional -n,” but as the outcome of a quite different and 
older process : the generalization of the accusative of consonant- 
stems.^ I find no starting-point for the incorporation of nouns denot- 
ing vegetation into the n-inflexion. 


5. The opposite of additional -n is the presence of an n-stem in 
Classical Armenian next to a vowel stem in the n-preserving dialects, 
Absence of -n in these dialects must be old (though in some cases 
there is influence of the modern literary language, where final post- 
consonantal -n is dropped). A clear case is class. gagat‘n ‘top’: no -nin 
Agulis (VI), Melri (VI), or Samaxi (VII); the etymology (akkadian 
qaqqadu) proves the secondary character of the Classical n-stem. 

The study of additional -n enables us to trace secondary n-stems 
in Classical Armenian when unambiguous etymological evidence is 
absent. 

Thus, in the case of asein ‘needle’ the reconstruction *aklon- 
(Solta) of *ak'lon, akln (Aéaryan) is not cogent in view of forms with- 
out -n in Melri (VI), Agulis (VI) or Goris (VII); the older form without 
-n is preserved also in class. asi-a-ktuc' ‘(some sea-bird)’, Anania 
Sirakac'i, and maybe in aslani ‘thread’ (Bible). Morphologically, — 
aseln thus is directly comparable with cognates like Slavic osila 
'grindstone'. 


6. Ido not exclude the possibility that in some cases nouns with 
additional -n preserve the old accusative. This might provide an ex- 
planation for semantically isolated instances of additional -n. 
Starting-point for a discussion might be the word kat'n ‘milk’. N- 
preserving dialects here show two forms: regular representation of 
kat'n (as Samaxi, Karabag, VII) or a form kaxc' (Melri, Agulis, VI). 
Though the details are not clear, one should not separate these forms 
etymologically. It is possible that kat'n is the old accusative, kaxc' the 
nominative (from *galkt-s ?).' 
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Some consonant-stems (especially n-stems of the type manuk: 1- 
stems : astl) generalized the inherited nominative in Classical Arme- 
nian (cf. note 6). The inherited accusative was dropped. On the basis 
of kat'n / kaxc', one might now suppose that the loss of the accusative 
in these words was very late, enabling a generalization of both forms. 

In Goris (VII) astaina, the old accusative might be found; Mura- 
dyan 1982: 324 cites a dialectal form astelno that might show the 
inherited form of the suffix ( CeC-m) and might point to a paradigm - 
ast! : acc. *asteln. The etymological problems with this word as well 
as with the formation of the l-inflexion are considerable, however. 

It is likely that Ciw! is an old consonant-stem, as attested by the 
instr. Ceib. In that case, the classical o-stem was generalized on the 
base of the nominative; the additional -n in some dialects (83 above) 
represents the generalized accusative. 

The view proposed in this section needs further study. as it 
might have ramifications for the syntax of the accusative in Classical 
Armenian. 


FOOTNOTES 


! For this view see Jahukyan 1972; Simonyan 1979 : 227-9; Muradyan 1982 : 
322-6. I do not treat here classical words in -mn and their dialectal representation. 


? Another list (shorter and not completely overlapping) was given by Acarvan 
1951; 416. 


? I give only the best instances with a bare minimum of relevant facts. Important 
data from dialects outside groups II, VI, and Vil have hardly been adduced here. Words 
with additional -n can be traced further in the case of monosyllables with à plural in 
-ner (instead of -er), which may betray an old n-stem (the plural of car, for instance. 
often is carner). Middle Armenian plurals in -unk' (as gortunk') cannot be used here. as 
the material is not homogeneous in terms of dialects. Words attested first after ca. 1200 
AD are not included (e.g. sunk(n) mushroom). as they offer special problems. 


* The dialects show more recent analogical developments along the same 
semantic lines. In Hamšen, even animal names borrowed from Turkish get a genitive in 
-an. | 


? Onanalogy in the inflexion of animal-names, see Tumanjan 1968. Ct. also a case 
like nompl. ariwcunk" ‘lions’ (Bible). 


ê For phonetic aspects, see Kortlandt 1980: 101 (-Cm > -Can > post-apocope Cn. 
but -Vn > -V > post-apocope Zero). The generalization of the old accusative in otn is a 
result of gender developments (Kortlandt 1983: 64-5: Weitenberg. forthcoming). 
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^ Simonyan 1979: 232 derives kaxc' from *kait' (> *kaxt' > kaxc'); immediate 
derivation from *kaic' is possible, too. mE 
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